loner of the Immigration and
Naturalization Service, U,S. Department
of Justice, w honored by the
New Jersey State Bar Association, and
- was sélected as the recipient of the 1964
Amerig s {
guished community service by Ameri-
- cans of Tralian descent.” .
"I have known and worked with. Mr.
Noto_for several years. He is an out-
standing an licated . public servant,
and I am proud to add _my congratula-
tions to fhe many he has already re-
f’eiy:ed for his fine record of publie serv-
ce, .

.. .of the resglution by the New Jersey State
-..Bar Association, honoring Mr. Noto, be
. - brintedinthe RECORD, .. ... . . . . .
’ eing no objection, the resolu-
as.ordered o be printed in the
WS e .
RESOLUTION. OF THE NEW JERSEY STATE
S BAR AsseemaTion . -
Whereas the
nationality law of the New Jersey State Bar
Assoclation, has a_specific interest in the
opeiation and procedures of immigration and
“nationality law; and e .
-Whereas the members of this section have
appeared before county bar assoclations’
meetings as well as before patriotic and clvic
groups to discuss various phases of the law;
and . Y

barticipates actively in furthering the un-
derstanding of the Ammigration and na-
tlonality law among leading organizations
in this State; and ‘ B
Whereas the Honorable Mario T. Noto, As-
soclate Comnissioner, Immigration and Nat-
uralizatio ervice, U.S. Department of Jus-
tice, has been invited to receive the 1964
Amerigo Vespucecl Award for ‘“Distinguished
Community Service by Americans of Italian

Descent”; and . -

Whereas this section regards this merited
award with high favor in recognition of the
dedicated . public and community services
rendered by the Honorable Mario T. Noto:
I‘lme;;efo;g belt = i e e e

Resolved, That the section.on immigration
and nationality law of the New Jersey State
Bar Associatfon extends. to Assoclate Com-
missioner Mario T. Noto, its congratulations

-and best wishes for continued success in all
his endeavors. . . . LT

Done at the city of Newark on the 27th
day of April 1964,

. Ani

D'AgosTiNe, Chairmgn.
1. ARTHUR LEVY, Secretary.

Mr, MORSE. Mr. President, T ask
unanimous consent that there be printed
at this point in_the RECoRD a column ap-
béaring in tonight’s Evening Star by Max
Freedman, entitled “Three Senators

Agree on Vietnam.” e e

_There being no objection, the column

was ordered to be,

as follows: '

[From the Evening Star, W

N July 1, 1964) " T

THREE SENATORS AGREE. ON VIETNAM—FUL-

BRIGHT, HUMPHBREY, CHURCH BELIEVE U.N.

SHOULD DEFER ANY INTERVENTION _ |
< - v L. (By Max Freedman)

In the Senate the other day Senator

CHURcH started a deb

& discussion of th

war in Vietnam. He

gton, D.C.,

did not intend to pro-

voke s't_;ch a'c’i‘fiscus,s“ionf;",,hg»;:eavl/ly‘wanted to  whole restless area, P

: Wherés;s ihé,,membérﬁhib of thls section

espuccl Award, for “distin-

“
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speak up in support of the United Nations
and to protect it from attack by people like
Senator GOLDWATER. But the mere mention
of Vietnam was enough to stir a lively debate.

The first point to be noted about this
discussion was that only Democrats took part
in it. Senator GoLDWATER has tried to break
the Republican Party into organized opposi-

. tlon_to the way the Johnson administration

I ask unanimous consent that the text

section on .immigration and

brinted in the Recorp,

- & clash with China.

has been behaving in Vietnam; but thus far
his success has been negligible, The Repub-~
licans cannot shake out of their minds the
warning by Ambassador Lodge that America’s
involvement in Vietnam dates back to the
Eisenhower administration and since then
has been supported by both parttes. It is
utterly unconvineing for Senator GOLDWATER
to pretend now that he or any other Re-
publican has a solution which is being will-
fully ignored by the folly of Washington.
As the debate showed, most Senators. are
not concerned with the morbid review of
wrong turnings and past mistakes. They are
more eager to prevent a bigger and more

- ruthless war, and nowhere is this anxiety

stronger than in the Democratic Party.
That was the thelme common to Senators
CHURCH, FULBRIGHT, HuMPHREY, PELL, PROX-
MIRE, and MORSE. An exception, however,
must be made of Senator Morse. He has ad-
vanced the grave charge that the American
program in Vietnam ‘‘violates one interna-
tional commitment after another.” He com-
mands no support for this view which is a
libel on America -advertised with all the
authority that belongs to a senior Senator.

Regardless of what else may have gone

wrong, it is perverse and mischievous to
regard the United States as the bandit na-
tion in Vietnam. Senator Morse should drop
this argument before it sinks him incurably
in the respect of the American people.

It 1s more useful to concentrate on Senator
FULBRIGHT and Senator HuMmpHEREY., In Sen-
ator FULBRIGHT'S judgment, the essential
task now 1Is to stabilize the military situa-
tion as the prelude to any political initia-
tives that may yet be taken. At present he

- 8Ces no great role for the United Natiohs

in putting an end to the struggle. But he
does not exclude a possibility later. “If
conditions should arise,” Senator FULBRIGHT
told the Senate, “in which it would be feasi-

- ble for the United Nations to take over and

maintain order, I would be in favor of that.”
Senator HumpHREY, trylng to put at rest
all fears of a larger war, said “I do not favor
accelerating the war. I believe I can say
this Government does not.” He agreed with

. Sepator FULBRIGHT that one day the influ-

ence of the United Nations might well be

_.both timely and consgructive.

Quite plainly Senator CmurcH had im-
pressed his colleagues by his warning against
any new policy that would commit the United
States to military attacks on Vietnam and
military decisions that might also provoke
No one dissented from
his warning that we must ponder. our next
steps very carefully “if we are to avoid a
tragic trail of casualties in Asia out of ‘all
proportion to the vital interests of the United
States.”

Some weeks ago great interest was taken
in the announcement that Harlan Cleveland,
who is in charge of United Nations affairs
for the State Department, would attend the
Honolulu Conference to review the problems

“of Vietnam and southeast Asia. It was gen-

erally felt that his presence in Honolulu

-Would focus_attention on what the United

Nations could do to end the danger of a
spreading war.

As 1t turned out Mr, Cleveland was unable
to leave Washington because sudden anxieties
over Cyprus kept him here. But that does
not mean that he and his officials are avoid-

%ﬁ%ﬁxﬁﬁ@e L%?gﬁll%go mgsgsc?n%sﬁ% right

time, to promote stabllity and peace in this

- polley we are
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Mr. MORSE. I shall proceed to
answer that column by Mr. Freedman in
respect to its references to the senior
Senator from Oregon. In the course of
the column Mr. Freedman says:

As the debate showed, most Senators are
not concerned with the morbid review of
wrong turnings and past mistakes. They
are more eager to prevent a bigger and more
ruthless war, and nowhere is this anxiety
stronger than in the Democratic Party.

That was the theme common 0 Senators
CHURCH, FULBRIGHT, HUMPHREY, PELL,
PROXMIRE and MORSE. An exception, how-
ever, must be made of Senator Morse, He
has advanced the grave charge that the
American program in Vietnam “violates one’
international commitment after another.”
He commands no support for this view

~.which is a libel on America advertised with

all the authority that belongs to a senior
Senator. Regardless of what else may have
gone wrong, it is perverse and mischievous
to regard the United States as the bandit
nation in Vietnam. Senator Morse should
drop this argument before it sinks him in-
curably in the respect of the American
people.

Mr. President, Mr. Freedman should
get out to the hustings. Mr. Freedman
- should acquaint himself with American
public opinion. For the benefit of Mr.
Freedman, I incorporate by reference
now every criticism that I have made of
American foreigh policy in southeast
Asia, including the criticism to which
he takes exception.
. In his column today in the Washing-
ton Star Max Fréedman undoes all the
sound commentary he offered the Ameri-
‘can people last week when he warned:
Not even in his worst moments was John
Foster Dulles ever gullty of such a crude and
reckless act of brinkmanship as the one in
which the Johnson administration has now
stumbled.

Of course, he published that column in
the Washington Evening Star, which
contained the editorial paying its dis-
respect to the senior Senator from
Oregon. I answered it some days ago on
the floor of the Senate. In my reply to
the editor of the Washington - Star, I
said that he should have read the column
by Max Freedman published in the same
issue that contained its editorial attack-
ing the senior Senator from Oregon,

It is interesting to note this complete
change of journalistic coloring on the
part of Mr. Freedman in so short a time.

I wonder why. Could it be that his
editors did not like the fact that in that
column he took the position of the sen-
ior Senator from Oregon? As I pointed
out, in that column Freedman laid down
the major thesis of the criticism by the
senior Senator from Oregon of shocking
American policy in southeast Asia
which, I repeat, in all probability, if it is
not reversed, will lead us into g major
war in Asia.

Today Mr. Freedman sounds fright-
ened of his own analysis of our foreign
policy in South Vietnam, which he pub-
lished only a few days ago. On June
25 he pointed out that the threat of war
made by administration officials against
Ching, “is more likely to divide and worry

ROB020018001h-0: is to frichten
elping or to serve the cause of peace.”
But that is the only logical end to g
w following in southeast
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Asfa. Our policy of military buildup and
overwhelming economic ald to South
Vietnam has failed to halt rebels suc-
cesses. The nekt step was to threaten
expansion of the war if the Communists
did not voluntarily retreat.

The Government of the United States
is threatening war in Asia. Let those
who believe it s not stand up and deny
it, for we cannot read the statements of
this Government, from the President on
down, and fail to recognize that those
statements add up to a threat to war
prosecuted by the United States in Asia
unless Red China, Laos, North Vietnam
and other areas do the bidding of the
United States.

Having made the threat, we will have
no choice but make good on it when the
Communists decline to retreat. Thisen-
tire policy depends upon Ho Chi Minh
and Mao Tse-tung backing down before
a threat that if they do not, their terri-
tory will be attacked by the United
States.

One may as well expect the United
States to leave Vietnam upon threat of
dire consequences if we do not.

Mr. Freedman is also frightened of
the concept that the United States is
itself violating international agreements
in southeast Asia. And we are. He does
not deny that we are. He does not try
to show that our actions are in conform-
ity with the Geneva accords of 1954, or
1962, or with the Unlted Nations
Charter, because that is impossible. He
merely puts a nasty label on anyone who
does point out the bitter truth of the
7.S. illegal action in southeast Asla—
{llegal action In southeast Asia that vi-
olates the United Nations Charter in
articles 33, 36, 37, and 51—to mention
only four specific Instances of our vi-
olation.

Let Mr. Freedman or anyone else deny
{t. They cannot deny it if they can read
the English language. The language 1§
perfactly clear as to the obligation of

“any slgnatory to thai Charter and the
course of procedural action that should
follow whenever peace 1s threatened
anywhere In the world. Peace Is seri-
ously threatened in southeast Asia, and
the responsibility of the TUnited States
is clear. We should take the threat to
the United Nations, and not set our-
selves up as the policeman of the world,
self-appointed, to enforce our interpre-
tation of existing treatles such as the

" Geneva accords.

Mr. Freedman may as well try to
prove that the United States has the
legal right to enforce a treaty between
Russia and China as to prove that we
have a unilateral right to enforce the
Geneva accords of 1954, when we are
not a party to them. :

Who are we to set ourselves up as the
enforcement country of the Geneva ac-
cords of 1954 when we did not even sign
the accords, and when John Foster
Dulles used his influence to prevent
South Vietnam from signing them?

When we recognize that a violation of
a treaty is threatening the peace of the

world, this country t What t are all saying is only that
world, this country bab B A dfiBrRelaase: Qb CIARDPEEDE0

That the United States has not done. X
wonder why. I wonder if it might be

that if the United Natlons took jurisdic-
tion it would find plenty of illegality on
the part of the conduct of the United
States to date in the course of action it
has been following in southeast Asia?

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, wiil
the Senator yieid?

Mr. MORSE. 1 yield to the Senator
from Alaska.

Mr GRUENING. I will confess I was
alsc surprised at the abrupt about-face
change in the attitude of Mr. Freedman
from his previous article, in which he
supported the view that the senior Sen-
ator from Oregon and I have been ad-
vocating, that we should stop our par-
ticipation in the war in southeast Asia
and try to wage peace; that it was a war
we could not win militarily; that it was
a war in which we should not have en-
gaged in the first place; and that we
should go to the United Nations and
try to find a solution there.

Mr. Freedman published a column
earlier, which cither the senior Sensator
from Oregon.or I put in the Recors, to
that effect. I am interested in the sud-
den change. What happened in between
the publication of the two articles?

Mr. MORSE, We have our suspicions.

Mr. GRUENING. I can think of vari-
ous explanations.

Mr. MORSE. But they would not re-
dound to the credit of Mr. Freedman.

Mr. GRUENING. I do not know that
T can comment on that; but, in any
event, I think it is a regrettable change
of attitude and an inconsistency that it
would be useful for the columnist to ex-
plain to his readers.

Mr. MORSE. For the edification of
Mr. Freedman, I repeat again that the
United States is violating one interna-
tional agreement after another by our
policy in southeast Asia. We have al-
ready violated the 1954 Geneva apree-
ment, and have been found in violetion
by the International Control Commis-
sion. We have admitted to violations of
the Geneva accords of 1862, with the
excuse that some one else violated them
first.

This country has even sent into Laos
armed military planes that have dropped
bombs, which constitutes an act of war
and aggression. It is a clear viclation of
the Geneva accord of 1962, which this
country signed, and which I believe
thereby constitutes an even more serlous
reflection on the United States. We
have {reely admitted to these violations,
pointing out only that North Viewnam
violated them first.

Our violations of the United Nations
Charter. as I have pointed out time and
time again in the past several weeks,
have been many, and they are continuing
up to the moment I speak.

The very assumption of Freedman and
those he quotes that someday, sometime,
somehow, and under some other cir-
cumstances, the United States will seek
United Nations action is evidence that alt
of them know the issue is one of U.N.
jurisdiction.

U.N. Charter now would serve American
interests.

July 1

Are we to take the position that this
country is being & peace-abiding nation;
that we are going to resort to its obliga-
tions under treaties and international
law only when we think to do so would
serve our interests? If every country
takes that position, that is the end of in-
ternational law. International law then
ceases to be of any force or effect in
maintaining peace in the world, and be-
comes nothing but a sham and a shib-
boleth.

But when, under that type of interna-
tional expediency, would this country
ever take such a matter to the United
Nations? Would we do it when war has
engulfed North Vietnam? Do we think
that when China is faced with the same
situation she was faced with in Korea
she will do what we have refused to do,
and take the issue to the United Nations?

If we set such an example, we set the
precedent for other nations to defy their
obligations under international law.

Do we think that Red China will be
willing to o to the U.N. or to the bargain-
ing table when the war goes against her,
although we refused to do so under the
same circumstances?

What a folly! What a poor, lame,
pathetic excuse for a war in Asia! “Now

-ig not the time to negotiate; wait until

we dominate the battlefield and then we
will negotiate.” If countries follow that
course of action, there will be no sense in
talking about resorting to the rule of law
for settlement of issues that threaten the
peace of the world. We shall then prove
that our objective is to return to the
jungle law of American military might.

I can see the United States going to the
United Nations or the conference table
had Russia come to dominate the Carib-
bean in 1962.

Mr. President, if we are going to take
the position that the time to negotiate
does not exist until we dominate the
battlefield, then when we dominate the
battlefield of southeast Asia, Red China
will throw all she has into southeast
Asia.

Remember this about our policy In
Asia: A nation does not have to commg
the first violation in order to be in vio-
lation of the Geneva accords. And it
does not have to commit agegression in
order to be in violation of the United
Nations Charter; and all the journalistic
squirming and weaseling by the Freed-
mans cannot change that ugly fact and
that sad indictment against the United
States.

wWe have violated these accords and
the United Nations Charter time and
time again. We are pursuing neither law
nor peace in Asia. We are not even pur-
suing freedom. We are maintaining a
military, tyrannical dictatorship over the
South Vietnamese, headed by an Ameri-
can puppet to whom we give the orders,
and who moves only under our orders.

Mr. President, whoever fights a war
without taking the matter to the United
Mations, is in violation of the charter,
whether that party started the war or
not.

4(IBR‘?UQQ¢{R ot hide itself
behind the a f hai Jgg?e not the only

ones who are violating the Geneva ac-
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cords and, the. United, Nations Charter.
Of course we are not. The Communists
in Asia are violating international law,
too; but since when can the United States
justify an act of illegality because some-
one else Is commifting an act of illegal-
ity? The fact that North Vietnam and
the Comamunists in Laos and Red China
are also threatening the peace in Asia

-does not justify our walking out on our
.international obligations, To the con-

trary, it makes it more important that
we lay the charges before the United

- Nations, or go to a 14-nation Conference,

or seek to get SEATO to _come in_and
exercise peacekeeping policies until the
United Nations can take over jurisdie-
tion, . . P
That has been the thesis of the Sena-
tor Jrom Oregon for weeks, It will con-
tinue to be my thesis so long as my coun-
try Zfollows its course of outlawry in
southeast Asia. “Outlawry,” I remind
Max Freedman, means outside the law,
and our policy in Asia today is outside
the law, , o -

Mr. Freedman’s column today some-
how carries all the overtones and pathos
of the diplomats and generals who. led
their. countries into World War I. It
was_always going to be the other side

‘that was going to back down in the face

of a_magnificent navy or army or mili-
tary machine, and any treaty that was
inconvenient to national interests became
“just a scrap of paper.” .

I never thought the time would come
when my country wonld treat existing
treaties as scraps of paper. My country’s
violation of the Geneva accords, of the
United Nations Charter, and the Con-
stitution itself, reflect the attitude of
treating international obligations and
constitutional obligations as seraps of
paper, - e

Some of us have liked to think that
the championing of the League of Na-
tlons by Woodrow Wilson, and later our
actiye sponsorship of the United Nations
marked an American commitment to the
rule of law . in world affairs, Ancluding
our own interests in world affairs.

‘What we are doing in Asia is setting
the United States above all that. Once

‘we have decided an American interest

was at stake, we have ignored our treaty
obligations and our obligations to the
United Nations. We have cranked up
the American military machine to move
into Asia. e s -

The apologists who piously deplore
spreading the war, but who in the mean-
time want to continue it in South Viet-
nham and Laos, rather than negotiate,
are scarcely different from those who
want to expand it. The war in South
Vietnam is not going to get better for us.
Perhaps it will not get any worse but_I
see no chance that it will get better.
And the longer it continues under those
circumstances, the more certain it is that
the war will be expanded.

If a nation wants to live up to its in-
ternational commitments, it must live up
to them and not find excuses for avoid-
ing them. The only policy in the world
I am advocating Tor the United States
1s that we live up to the Geneya éc'gord
and the U.N. Charter Approved For

No.132—28 .

CON

For Mr. Freedman’s benefit, I repeat
the language to which he takes such ex-
ception: The United States is violating
one international commitment afjer an-
other,

So we are. \}

GEN. MAXWELL D. TAYLOR, U.S.
AMBASSADOR TO SOUTH VIETNAM

--Mr, MORSE. Mr. President, the last
boint I wish to make deals with the ac-
tion taken by the Senate today in con-
firming the nomination of General Tay-
lor as American Ambassador to South
Vietnam.

When the Senate took that action—
and I understand there were only a few
Senators on the foor when it took
place—I was downstairs in the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations presenting an
argument against a shocking waste of
taxpayer funds in a foreign aid program
that is in need of drastic revision.

I was not aware that the Taylor nom-
Ination was to be brought up at that
time. It was well known that I voted
against the confirmation of the Taylor
nomination in committee. I wish briefly
to say for the record that I think
nominating General Taylor as American
Ambassador to South Vietnam was a
most unfortunate mistake, and for the
following reasons:

First, it is known around the world
that General Taylor was one of the
architects, along with McNamara and
Rusk, of the war plans of the United
States in Vietnam.

It is unfortunate that we should send
as our Ambassador to South Vietnam a
military leader—and a very able military
leader he is, too—when all the world
has its eyes turned to the hope for peace,
The appointment of General Taylor as
Ambassador to South Vietnam increases
the possibility of our going into a full
scale war in Asia if the Red Chinese
and the North Vietnamese do not back
down under American threats.

I am also satisfied that General Taylor
will not hesitate to advocate the escalat-
ing of that war into North Vietham and
into Red China and into Laos if the Red
Chinese do not quiver and quake and
retreat.

T have great regard for Geeneral Taylor
as a military leader. If we get into a

_war, I beligve we shall find that most

military experts in this country will
agree with the observation I now make,
namely, that we probably have a no more
able potential theater commander for
that war than General Taylor. But he
has no pldce behind the desk of an
Ambassador.

There is a growing trend in this Re-
public for the military to take over more
and more policy determinations. I had
hoped that we would make it more clear
than it has been made to date that under
our constitutional system it is not for the
military to determine poliey, but to carry
out orders; and that American foreign
policy should be determined by the civil-
ian branch of the Government—by the

alespe.20Rib DA Ry REPEEBO0

15241

The symbolism of putting this general
behind an Ambassador’s desk in South
Vietnam is uncalled for and unfortunate.
It will be subject to great misunder-
standing, and will acerue to the great
disadvantage of the standing of the
United States in many parts of the
world, particularly in the so-called un-
derdeveloped nations. I am satisfied
that great fear is developing toward the
United States in the underdeveloped na-
tions. They are beginning to see great
differences between our preachments and
our practices, and are beginning to raise
questions about the hypocrisx of the
United States in the field of foreign
policy.

Furthermore, I have heard General
Taylor as a witness before the Foreign
Relations Committee over a -period of
vears. He has demonstrated his great
ability, his wide knowledge, and his ex-
pertness in the fleld of military affairs.
But he has never instilled any confidence
in his ability in the field of foreign policy.

How well I remember the stunning
sheck that I suffered at the time of the
Berlin crisis when, listening to General
Taylor and General White, I came to
realize that I was listening to two Amer-
ican military leaders who would not
hestitate to drop the nuclear bomb, as
though that would settle any issue in-
volving the peace of the world. .

General Taylor is among those in the
Pentagen who has an itchy trigger finger
when it comes to the use of nuclear power
in case we are challenged and our bluff
is called.” T want to avoid those chal-
lenges. I think one of the best ways to
avoid those challenges is to have the
United States stop bluffing; because we
may have our bluff called.

The sad thing is that if we do. a nu-
clear war will be on, and there will be no
victory. I have no confidence whatever
in General Taylor in the field of Ameri-
can foreign policy. Taking his uniform
off and putting him behind an Ambas-
sador’s desk will not change the fact that
his orientation is the orientation of the
military, not the orientation of civilian
foreign policy.

The symbolism of his appointment is
maost unfortunate. My President should
have selected someone such as the man
he selected as Deputy Ambassador, Mr.
Alexis Johnson, or some other outstand-
ing career officer in the Foreign Service
of the State Department, rather than to
dip into the Pentagon and take a mili-
tary general to direct American foreign
policy in scutheast Asia.

As I said to Mr. Lodge in person yes-
terday, when he. appeared before the
Committee on Foreign Relations, it is
unfortunate that a former U.S. Ambas-
sador to the United Nations, the former
Ambassador of the United States to
South Vietnam, should return to the
United States and tell the American peo-
ple, in effect, that the time is not pro-
bitious for us to take the southeast Asia
crisis to the United Nations. I shall
hever be able to understand how a
former Ambassador to the United Na-

pemommmzﬁch a complete
al

lure to uphold our obligations under
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the United Nations Charter. If it were
riot so tragle, it would be amusing, when
one considers the answer he has given to
the proposal to go to a 14-nation con-
ference, as recommended by the Presl-
dent of France, Mr. de Gaulle. What are
we afraid of? No one is suggesting that
while we are at that 14-nation Confer-
ence we should abandon southeast Asla.
No one Is suggesting that while the Se-
curity Council and, if necessary. the
General Assembly consider the United
Nations jurisdiction, we remove ourselves
from southeast Asia, although I wish we
would desist from our warmsaking in
southeast Asia and start a policy of
peacekeeping.

I would, as I have sald so many times,
while the matter is before a l4-nation
Conference, as recommended by De
Gaulle, or before the Security Council or
before the General Assembly, call upon
our alleged—and I underline the word
sglleged’—SEATO allies to join us with
a sufficient body of men to patrol the
area, to keep the adversaries separate,
and to stop the killing and warmaking
until the procedures of the United Na-
tions can be brought to work upon the
threat to the peace of Asia and, poten-
tlally, the peace of the world.

The position taken by Henry Cabot
Lodge cannot be reconciled to any de-
gree with the clear international obliga-
tions of the United States under the
United Natlons Charter.

1 did not expect that the stature of the
President of France for peacekeeping
would rise above the stature of the Pres-
ident of the United States; but at this
hour, that is exactly what is happening.
The President of France s becoming
recognized in many areas of the world as
more determined and dedicated to the
cause of peace than the President of the
United States, because the President of
France is calling for negotiation. The
President of France is calling for the
conference table. The President of
France is calling for the application of
- the rule of law to the threat of peace In
Asla.

The President of the United States is
rattling the saber and telling the world
that we are willing to risk war with Red
China unless Asla accepts American
policy in southeast Asta.

1 cannot understand why my Govern-
ment cannot see, before it is too late,
that that kind of warmaking policy on
the part of the United States spells
trouble. Let me make it clear, as I
close, that there is no question that we
are joined in our outlawry by South
Vietnam, by North Vietnam, by the
Pathet Lao Communlists in Laos, and by
Red China.

Does that justify our outlawry? Does
that justify the policy of expediency ap-
plied to international affairs which best
describes American policy tonight in
Asia? Does the end-justifies-the-means
principle square with American precepts
of foreign policy?

Since when do two wrongs make &
right?
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I close by saying, for the benefit of
those who do not like my speeches and
for the benefit of such journalists as
Mr. Freedman, “You had better check
it with the American people.”

I am satisfied that miilions of fellow
Americans, as they begin to understand
the issue at stake in southeast Asia, will
support my position.

I can now say, along with the Senator
from Alaska, that my mail is running
better than 100 to 1 in support of my
position. My mail is coming in from
coast to coast. as Senators will see some
samples placed in the CONGRESSIONAL
REcCORD from time to time. I placed 8
large quantity in the REcORD today. It
i{s coming from the leaders of many com-
munities in thiz country.

I wish to state to President Johnson
that I am satisfied that the American
people do not approve of America’s war-
making policy in Asia, and that the
American people wish the President of
the United States to join with the Presi-
dent of France and other advocates of
negotiation, that we go to the conference
table and seek to apply the rule of law
to the crisis which exists in Asia.

I say most respectfully to my Presi-
dent, whom I shall continue to support
on most issues, that I oppose him on this
issiue only because I owe a greater trust
to my country than I owe to him.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

e —— S ——

APPOINTMENTS BY THE PRESIDENT
PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc-
GioverN in the chair). The Cheair, on
behalf of the President pro tempore, an-
nounces the appointment as members on
the part of the Senate of the National
Commission on Food Marketing, created
by Senate Joint Resolution 11, the fol-
lowing Senators, namely, the Senator
from Washington [Mr. MacNusoN], the
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. McGEEl,
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. HarT],
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr Mor-
Ton], and the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. HRUSKAL.

COMMITTEE MEETING DURING
SENATE SESSION TOMORROW

Mr. HART. Mr. President, the dis-
tinguished Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Hruskal is in the Chamber; and we have
discussed the problem presented to the
Subcommittee on Antitrust and Monop-
oly of the Judiciary Committee in meet-
ing tomorrow, in view of the time set for
the beginning of the session of the
Senate.

wWe have cleared this with those in-
volved, and I ask unanimous consent
that the subcommittee be permutted to
sit during the session of the Senate
tomorrow,

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
objection?

Mr. BRUSKA. Mr. President, not
only i8 there no objection, but I also con-
cur in the request of the Senator from

Is.there
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icy. I pray again that my country will
see the horrendous mistake it is making
in Asgia as a matter of policy, before it

there has been ¢ e:?a%&msagﬂ@ﬂﬁ?mﬁ

with the minority leader.
The Pl_@ESIDING OFFICER. With-
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TRANSACTION OF ADDITIONAL
ROUTINE BUSINESS
By unanimous consent, the following

additional routine business was trans-
acted:

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Bartlett, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
{ollowing enrolled bills, and they were
signed by the Acting President pro tem-
pore:

8. 8. An act to authorize the Housing and
Home Finance Administrator to provide addl-
tional assistance for the development of
comprehensive and coordinated mass trans-
portation systems, hoth public and private,
in metropolitan and other urban areas, and
for other purposes; and

$#.R.10433. An act making appropriations
for the Department of the Interlor and re-
latedt agencles for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1965. and for other purposes.

ADDITIONAL BILL INTRODUCED

Mr. HART by unanimous consent, in-
troduced a bill (8. 2972) for the relief
of Dr. David J. Sencer, U.S. Public Health
Service, which was read twice by its title
and referred to the Comimtiee on the
Judiciary.

ADJUSTMENT OF RATES OF BASIC
COMPENSATION OF CERTAIN OF-
FICERS AND EMPLOYEES IN THE
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT—AMEND-
MENTS

Mr. MORSE submitted two amend-
ments (Nos. 1089 and 1089), intended to
be proposed by him, to the bill (HR.
11049) to adjust the rates of basic com-
pensation of certain officers and em-
ployees in the Federal Government, and
for other purposes, which were ordered
to lie on the table and to be printed.

Mr. LAUSCHE submitted an amend-
ment (No. 1091), intended to be proposed
by him, to House bill 11049, supra, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to
be printed.

Mr. EEATING (for himself and Mr.
Javits) submitted an amendment (No.
1082), intended to be proposed by them,
jointly, to House bill 11049, supra, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed.

Mr. ELLENDER submitted amend-
ment (No. 1093), intended to be pro-
posed by him, to House bill 11049, supra,
which was ordered to lie on the table and
to be printed.

AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL REV-
ENUE CODE OF 1954, TO IMPOSE
A TAX ON ACQUISITIONS OF CER-
TAIN FOREIGN SECURITIES—
AMENDMENTS

AMENDMENT . NO. 1084

d anramendment,

itute, intended to

be proposed by him, to the bill (H.R.

8000) to amend the Internal Revenue
r*ade ~nf 1084 tn i i
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